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gy Commission’s Role In
Climate Change Policy

ntegrated Energy Policy Report

Policy guidance to support
mplementation of AB-32

hair of Climate Action Team Research
Subgroup

i he CEC Climate Change Research
T enter has sponsored research in the
areas of climate modeling, GHG
nventory, emission reductions and
mpacts and adaptation
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Policy Initiatives
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2050 goals and what is the

e Energy Sector?
U.S. MID-RANGE ABATEMENT CURVE - 2030
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Sector 1s Vulnerable
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Loy * 3-6% Increase in electricity
arming Range
(3-5.5°F) demand

e 2-2.5 Times as many heat wave
days

* 30-60% Loss in Sierra
snowpack
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